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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed on 01/22/2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In re pages 10-11, Applicant argues that Korling fails to disclose a mounting assembly in 
which at least two of said first, second and third bracket are relatively translatable along a 
substantially linear length, as recited in independent claims 1 and 1 1 . 

In response, regarding claim 1, Applicant recites limitation "wherein at least two of said 
first, second and third brackets are relatively translatable along a substantially linear length." 
Since the claim recites limitation " at least two of said first, second and third brackets are 
relatively translatable along a substantially linear length," the Examiner considers that Korling 
does disclose limitation "said second and third brackets are relatively translatable along a 
substantially linear length." Korling discloses inner yoke 24 (second bracket) rotates about axis 
B (second axis) relative to outer yoke 20 (third bracket); this indicates that the inner yoke 24 and 
outer yoke 20 are relatively translatable along the axis B (second axis, which is a substantially 
linear length), see figures 1-3. Noted that the invention (Figures 2-4) discloses second bracket 
24 (second bracket) rotates about axis A2 (second axis) relative to third bracket 26 (third 
bracket), this means that the second bracket 24 and the third bracket 26 are relative translatable 
along axis A2, which is a substantially linear length. The axis A2 in the present invention is 
equivalent to axis B in Korling, which is a substantially linear length. 
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In re pages 10-11, Applicant argues that Applicant submits that Mahlab does not make up 
for the deficiencies of Korling. Mahlab discloses only a single bracket 21 coupled to disc 
member 17. Bracket 21 is not connected to arms 1 1 and 12. Bracket 21 in Mahlab is equivalent 
to the first bracket in the present claimed invention which is coupled to the camera body. 
Bracket 21 in Mahlab is equivalent to mounting plate 34 in Korling which is coupled to 
the camera 12. Therefore, even if Korling and Mahlab are improperly combined, there is no 
disclosure or suggestion to replace the second bracket (inner yoke 24 of Korling) with the 
camera bracket 21 of Mahlab. In other words, there is no disclosure of suggestion of providing 
first and second linear slots in the second bracket (inner yoke 24 of Korling) to couple the second 
and third brackets (inner yoke 24 and outer yoke 20 of Korling) together as recited in 
independent claims 1 and 1 1 of the present application. 

In response, the Examiner considers that Mahlab does make up for the deficiencies of 
Korling. The Examiner does not consider bracket 21 in Mahlab is equivalent to the first bracket 
in the present claimed invention which is coupled to the camera body. The Examiner does not 
consider bracket 21 in Mahlab is equivalent to mounting plate 34 in Korling which is coupled to 
the camera 12. The Examiner considers mounting plate 34 in figures 1-3 of Korling is 
equivalent to the first bracket in the claimed invention, which is first bracket 22 in figures 2-4 in 
the invention; the inner yoke 24 in figures 1-3 of Korling is equivalent to the second bracket in 
the claimed invention, which is second bracket 24 in figures 2-4 in the invention; the outer yoke 
20 in figures 1-3 of Korling is equivalent to third bracket in the claimed invention, which is the 
third bracket 26 in figures 2-4 in the invention. 
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In this case, the inner yoke 24 in Korling does not define linear slots on the two sides of 
inner yoke 24 (the two sides of inner yoke 24 are the sides which are perpendicular to axis B in 
figure 3), however, Mahlab teaches the defining linear slots in bracket 21 as shown in figure 1. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the device in Korling by defining two linear slots on the two sides of inner 
yoke 24 as taught by Mahlab in order to increase to view angle of a camera 12 in vertical 
direction. 

Applicant submits that there is no disclosure or suggestion to combine Mahlab with 
Korling, except for Applicant's own disclosure and claims through improper hindsight. 

In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of obviousness is 
based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on 
obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so 
long as it takes into account only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the 
time the claimed invention was made, and does not include knowledge gleaned only from the 
applicant's disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 
170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
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such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-2, 7, 11-13, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Korling (US 4,341,452) in view of Mahlab (US 3,732,368). 

Regarding claim 1, Korling discloses a mounting assembly (camera mount 10, figures 1- 
3) for mounting a camera (camera 12, figures 1-3) to a support structure, the camera having a 
camera body and a lens (lens 14, figures 1-3), said assembly comprising: 

a first bracket (mounting plate 34 and bracket 32, figures 1-3, column 8, lines 37- 52) 
being fixable relative to the camera body wherein said first bracket supports the camera; 

a second bracket (inner yoke 24, figure 1-3, column 8, lines 3- 45) supportingly engaging 
said first bracket, said first bracket being rotatable about a first axis (axis C, figure 3, column 8, 
lines 3- 45) relative to said second bracket; 

a third bracket (outer yoke 20, figure 1-3, column 8, lines 3- 45) supportingly engaging 
said second bracket, said second bracket being rotatable about a second axis (axis B, figure 3, 
column 8, lines 3- 45) relative to said third bracket, said first and second axes being substantially 
mutually perpendicular, said third bracket being supportingly securable to the support structure 
wherein said third bracket is rotatable about a third axis (axis A, figure 3, column 7, lines 65-67) 
relative to the support structure, said second and third axes being substantially mutually 
perpendicular; and 

wherein at least two of said first, second and third brackets are relatively translatable 
along a substantially linear length and wherein said first, second and third brackets are securable 
relative to said support structure whereby the camera may be fixedly mounted in a selected 
position (figures 1-3, column 7, line 37 - column 8, lines 45); 
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wherein said second and third brackets being engaged together by first and second 
fasteners (bolts 48 included in pivot assemblies 26, figures 1- 3, column 8, lines 18- 44). 

Korling fails to specifically disclose wherein said second bracket defines a first linear slot 
and a second linear slot, said first fastener extending through said first slot and said second 
fastener extending through said second slot wherein said first and second fastener define said 
second axis and wherein said first and second fasteners are slidable in said first and second slots 
respectively. However, Mahlab teaches a surveillance unit, which comprises bracket 21 which 
defines a first linear slot and a second linear slot; the surveillance subunit 9 is supported by 
elongated arms 1 1 and 12 which are coupled to surveillance subunit 9 by wing nuts 13 and 13', 
wing nuts 13 and 13' are loosen and slidable, and the camera viewing axis is substantially 
aligned with viewport 22 before assembling (figures 1-2, column 2, line 45 -column 3, line 24). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the device in Korling by the teaching of Mahlab in order to increase to view 
angle of a camera in vertical direction. 

Regarding claim 2, Korling discloses wherein said second bracket is linearly 
translatable relative to said third bracket (figure 1-3). 

Regarding claims 7, 18, Korling discloses wherein said third bracket is pivotally mounted 
to the support structure with a fastener (thread nut 44, figure 2, column 7, lines 59-67), said 
fastener defining said third axis. 
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Regarding claim 1 1 , all the limitations are contained in claim 1 , except for the limitation 
"surveillance camera" is also disclosed in Korling (Korling discloses camera which can be 
moved to different visual area, angle or position; this indicates that camera in Korling is a 
surveillance camera, column 1, lines 5-12, lines 33-36). 

Regarding claim 12, Korling discloses wherein said first bracket is directly secured to 
said camera body (camera 12 is mounted on plate 34, figures 1-3). 

Regarding claim 13, Korling discloses wherein said second bracket is linearly translatable 
relative to said third bracket (figures 1-3). 

4. Claims 3, 14 are rejected 103 (a) over Korling (US 4,341,452) in view of Mahlab (US 
3,732,368) further in view of Paff et al. (US 4,833,534). 

Regarding claims 3,14, Korling and Mahlab fail to specifically disclose a substantially 
hemispherical dome, the camera being mountable within said dome, said dome being 
substantially transparent when viewing outwardly from a position within said dome, said dome 
being substantially opaque when viewed from a position external to said dome. However, Paff et 
al. teaches a surveillance assembly, which comprises dome-like cover 15, camera assembly 14, 
dome-like cover 15 is transparent when viewing from a position within the dome-like cover 15, 
the dome-like cover is a opaque inner dome-like (figure 3, column 1, lines 40-42, column 4, lines 
4-65). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
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invention was made to modify the device in Korling and Mahlab by the teaching of Paff et al. in 
order to prevent camera from damaged caused by weather. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 5-6, 8-10, 16-17, 19-21, 31-44 are allowed. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
Regarding claims 5-6, 8-10, 16-17, 19-21, 31-44, see Examiner's statement of reasons for 
allowance as indicated in Paper mailed on 10/16/2007. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LUONG T. NGUYEN whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7315. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, DAVID L. OMETZ can be reached on (571) 272-7593. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



LTN 
05/10/08 



/LUONG T NGUYEN/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2622 
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